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THE ARMOURY. 





Ohe Protestant Educational Sustitute, 


THE PAST SESSION. 


Tue Institute has during the past session used every effort to 
establish Protestant [Educational Classes in large centres of 
influence. There is perhaps no session during which the attend- 
ance has been more satisfactory, and it is a source of great 
thankfulness to God and of much encouragement to the friends 
of the Institute, that so many of all classes are induced to attend 
such systematic instructions on the Doctrines and History of 
Protestantism. The work, however, lacks the necessary funds so 
as to extend these important classes throughout the whole country. 
Ritualists and Romanists are active both by conducting similar 
classes, and by publishing Catechisms for young and old on their 
erroneous doctrines and practices, which, if unchecked, will ulti- 
mately Gestroy our Protestant faith. This in turn will produce those 
religious, social, and political mischiefs now very common in France, 
Germany, Belgium and the United States. Every one who loves 
the Bible and the truth as it is in Jesus and our highly favoured 
land, ought to rally round the work of the Institute and support 
its efforts to establish Protestant classes in every town where 
Ritualism and Romanism are prevalent. This may be done by 
exerting that influence which all more or less possess in our 
several localities, by prayer, and by contributing to its funds. 
We shall give a short statement of the classes held in tho chief 
towns during the past session. 


HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS. 


Two classes have been conducted by the Rev. Dr. Maguire : 
—the one in the parish church of St, Leonard’s, and the other in the 
church of St. Mary’s in the Castle Hastings. The subjects of the 
lectures were on the dangers and duties of our days—the Priestly 
Claims—the Priesthood—the Mass—the Lord’s Supper—on the 
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interpretation of the words, Catholic and Protestant—the rule of 
Faith—Confession and Absolution. After a written examination a 
public meeting was held for distributing the prizes to the success- 
ful competitors. The Rev. G. G. Gardiner presided. He stated 
*« That the carrying on of these classes was an important and neces- 
sary work in the time in which they lived, and he was deeply thank- 
ful that he had been able in any small measure to promote this 
valuable Institution. He did not think they could over estimate the 
importance of instructing England’s youths male and female in the 
principles of their predecessors, fortifying them against the aggression 
of the Roman Catholic, and instructing them in the doctrines of the 
Word of God.” Mr. A. W. Langdon also said, ‘‘ This Institute , 
was to teach Protestants, and it set to work in a more direct 
way than others. It endeavoured to turn towards the young and to 
teach the people by setting before them the main principles and 
leading facts of the Protestant Reformation. He thought that 
if they were thoroughly grounded in the Scriptures they would not 
be misled by Ritualism. It was the truest and best way to 
enable the English people to abide by the principles of the Reforma- 
tion.’’ The meeting was also addressed by the Rev. J. A. Mackay, 
Rev. Dr. Maguire, and the Rev. J. W. Tottenham. Mr. Tottenham 
said ‘‘ That the course of lectures had been of such a valuable kind 
and so well suited for both young and old, and for the time in which 
they lived, and for the place in which they were delivered, that 
another series of lectures would be delivered in Hastings at an 
early date.” The following are the names of those who obtained 
prizes :—First £5, Lawrence P. Jacks, second £3, Leonard Bonus, 
third £2, Horatio J. Griffin, fourth £1, Annie H. Keyworth. The 
following also received book prizes:—Sara E. 8. A. Hayles, 
Jeanette Julius, W. N. P. Beebe, Mary G. Howard, Edith Renton, 
Sarah E. Remnant, Elizabeth Hooker, Catherine Haynes, Helen 
F. Gordon, Louisa Conolly, Elizabeth E. Bishop, Frederick J. C. 
Benwell, Jennie Bonny, Margaret Willington. Under 16 years of 
age Arundel, House School: Carrie Blackmore, Minnie Cross, 
Mary A. Greenhill, and Charlotte Greenhill. St. Leonard’s School 
(Rey. J. W. Tottenham): Henry Getting, Arthur Muir, Herbert 
Muir, J. Barkworth, and F. A. Malony. 


FOLKESTONE CLASS. 


A class was conducted in Christ Church, Folkestone, by the Rev. 
Dr. Maguire, the subject of lectures was similar to those in Hast- 
ings and §8t. Leonards. The distribution of prizes took place in 
the Town Hall on the 15th Feb. The meeting was addressed by 
the Rev. C. Bosanquet, the Vicar of Christ Church, who presided, 
and by the Revs. A. J. Palmer, and W. G. Dickin, who all spoke of 
the importance of the work and the necessity of teaching the rising 
youth in a systematic way, the priaciples of the Reformation. 

The following are the names of those who received prizes :— 
First, £5, and Foxe’s ‘‘Acts and Monuments,’’ Annie Maria 
Holden ; second, £8, A, Christina Traill ; third, £3, Mrs. E. D. 
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Ward ; fourth, £1, Thomas F. Charlton. Book prizes :—Essie 
Carter, Emily Bishop, Gertrude M. Churchill, Emily 8. Holden, 
Agnes E. Moore, Eliza Flude, Mary A. Major, Fanny J. Tasker, 
H. Clifford Holden, and Florence Bluett. 


DEVONPORT CLASS. 


A Protestant Class was conducted by Lieutenant E. G. L. Street, 
in Devonport. The prizes to the successful competitors were 
adjudicated by the Institute’s Examiner, Mr. J. Todd, and prizes 
consisting of 9 vols. were presented to the following :—First, Amelia 
Heath; second, J. W. Downton ; third, J. P. Hall ; fourth, Percy 
Chope ani George Phillips and William Baker. 


GLOUCESTER HOUSE, CLAPHAM. 


A Protestant Class was conducted by Miss Henderson, Gloucester 
House, Clapham, of the youths attending her school. The examina- 
tion was conducted by Mr. Todd, when the following received 
prizes :—Perey W. D. Brockman, E. D. G. Brockman, D. H. D. 
Brockman, P. G. D. Brockman, and Henry Sneyd. 


SPALDING CLASS. 


After a public meeting held in the Corn Exchange, Spalding, 
in connection with the Spalding Protestant Association, W. E. 
Dandy, Esq., in the chair, addresses were delivered. It was 
resolved to establish a Protestant class in Spalding. The following 
local ministers agreeing to deliver lectures upon Papal Supremacy 
—Rule of Faith—Sacraments —Transubstantiation and the Mass— 
Confession and Absolution—Worship of the Virgin Mary and 
Saints :—The Revs. P. Eldridge, 8. Yates, E. Blake, I. C. Jones, 
B. Abercrombie, and J. Hall. 

The papers were examined by Mr. Todd, on behalf of the 
Institute, and prizes consisting of 16 vols. were presented to the 
following successful competitors :—James Dormington, Morris W. 
Stubbs, Emmeline D. Barrell, Augustus Swift, and John D 
Jepson. 


STAMFORD CLASS. 


After a public meeting held in the Working Men’s Institute, the 
Rev. T. Paley, B.D. of Ufford, in the chair, an address by Rev. 
Dr. Badenoch, it was resolved to establish a class for working men 
in Stamford, which was conducted by Mr. Paley. 


CLAPTON CLASS. 


The Rey. Dr. Maguire conducted a class in Ram’s Episcopal 
Chapel, Homerton, E. The subjects of the lectures wore ‘‘the Martyrs 
and Reformers of the Church.” The distribution of prizes took 
place in the schools just erected, in connection with the church. 
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The Very Rev. Dean Bagot (in place of the Rev. W. Baker, who had 
been taken seriously ill) took the chair. The meeting was addressed 
by the Revs. I. Roe and Dr. Badenoch. The following received the 
prizes :—First prize, £5, Sara E. K. Baker ; second, £3, Margaret 
A. A. Hobbs; third, £2, Elizabeth Woodley. Book prizes, William 
O. Dixon, Emily D. Kirkwood, Susanne Kirkwood, Annie M. Stone, 
Edward Brophy, Emilia F. Sharp, Annie B. Le Blond, and John 
Bennett. 


CAMBRIDGE CLASS. 


During the months of March and April there were a series of lec- 
tures given by Dr. Maguire,in connection with the Protestant Educa- 
tional Institute. That was the third year a similar course of lectures 
had been delivered in Cambridge, and the first time the place of de- 
livery had been changed from the Town Hall to Trinity Church. 
The interesting proceeding of prize distribution took place at the 
rooms of the Church of England Society, on Monday evening last. 
There was a large attendance. ‘The Rev. J. Barton, Vicar of Holy 
Trinity, presided ; and there were present Dr. Badenoch and Dr. 
Maguire; the Rev. H. Trotter, Vicar of Christ Church, and a num- 
ber of University men. 

The Caarrman said that his task that evening was a very simple 
and a very pleasant one, He could only wish that some one better 
fitted to take the chair on that occasion were in his place. They 
would have rejoiced if his predecessor to the vicarage of Trinity, 
Professor Birks, had been present to take the chair that evening ; 
but he had been obliged, in consequence of ill health, to leave 
Cambridge. Several other friends, owing to parochial engagements, 
could not be with them, which was rather unfortunate. He could have 
desired himself that that meeting should have been held upon some 
other day, but to the University students another day would have 
been inconvenient, as the term was a short one, and the college 
examinations were on. His business was to introduce to them Dr. 
Badenoch, who had arranged for the lectures in Cambridge upon 
subjects of Protestantism, a study of which was so important. 
Before introducing Dr. Badenoch, he wished to express his own 
thankfulness for the lectures. He deemed it a great honour and a 
great privilege to have been asked to place at their disposal his 
Church for the delivery of the lectures. He believed that Dr. Maguire 
would tell them that the lectures had been attended by more per- 
sons this year than they were on previous years when delivered 
at the Town Hall. He thought that that was the third year a course 
of lectures had been given, and he believed he was right in saying 
that there had been an increased attendance this year. He had 
been informed that forty-eight persons had become candidates for 
examination. He did feel himself that what was wanted in these 
days was that men’s minds should be instructed in the doctrines of 
the faith in which we believed, so that when questions were put as 
to why they believed such and such a thing, they were prepared 
with an answer. He felt the great importance of persons being 
led to search for themselves, so that they may be able to bring 











PROTESTANT FDUCATIONAL INSTITUTE, 117 


God's word and the traditions of men to the test. It was from this 
view that he had felt that the lectures delivered were so exceedingly 
valuable ; they brought everything to the test of Scripture. Dr. 
Maguire, in his recent lectures, took for his subject the Articles of 
the Church. It was not necessary for him to say that those Articles 
were based upon the word of God; his lectures were a clear 
examination of Scripture, and a bringing out of the circumstances 
which bear upon the points. There were other means used for 
reclaiming the Roman Catholic—such as the Irish Church Mission- 
ary Society, but this he conceived to be the more excellent way ; 
we asked them to bring their views to the test of the word of God, 
which gave unlimited authority in answering questions upon 
doctrine. There was no desire to cultivate a spirit of controversy, 
but simply to be able, when doctrine was attacked, to give such an 
intelligent reply that would meet with the greater acceptance. It 
was not enough to go to a man and tell him that he was wrong. 
‘We must have examined the subject, be able to talk the matter 
over, and bring the subject to the test of God’s written word. For 
these lectures, then, they were thankful; they had awakened an 
interest that would not be forgotten, by those who had carefully 
listened to the lectures; they would be remembered for many years 
to come, and those who had heard them would be able to trace back 
to these lectures impressions which had taken root upon the great 
doctrines of our Christian faith. 

Dr. Bapenocu said in the first place he was desirous of express- 
ing his thanks to the Chairman for allowing the use of his beautiful 
church for the use of Dr. Maguire to deliver his lectures. They 
would remember formerly when these lectures were delivered that 
they were obliged to go to the Town Hall. He thought that it was 
a great improvement that of delivering the lectures in churches ; 
and he proceeded to argue that they, the Protestants, and not the 
Romanists, were-the true representatives of the Church Catholic. 
The speaker quoted from Hooker upon the point, and said they 
held the Lord Jesus Christ to be the head of the Spiritual Church ; 
they did not believe in the Pope being supreme over all 
churches. He attributed liberty of conscience, freedom of speech, 
and the power wielded by this country, to our adhesion to truth and 
our Christian faith. He hoped that we should never lose our con- 
fidence in the grand truths of the Bible which had made us so 
powerful. There might be some who would ask if the system of 
instruction which they were giving received encouragement in other 
large towns ; and his reply was that it did. They began eleven 
years ago in London, when the Chairman of their first meeting said 
that they would not get five men to study Protestantism. The 
Chairman of that meeting was mistaken, they had 500 at the com- 
mencement, and now that 500 had increased to 41,000. He 
adverted to the untiring energies of Dr. Maguire, and remarked that 
the supporters of the Institute were gratified with the result. He 
was pleased to tell his friends at Cambridge that here, as well as 
elsewhere, their instruction was not confined to any denomination. 
He was glad to find that other denominations, as well as the 
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Church of England, were seeing that Romanism was growing in this 
country, and the importance of putting a check upon it. He con- 
cluded with an exhortation to the meeting to keep in mind the duty 
of maintaining the principles of the Reformed Church. 

Dr. Macurre was the next speaker. He referred to the anxiety 
that was naturally felt by the competitors in the recent examina- 


tions, and of that anxiety they would soon be relieved. He. 


expressed the pleasure it gave him to state how agreeably he had 
been received in the University, where it might be thought an 
interference for him to come to teach the principles of Protes- 
tantism. He was bound to say that he had met with no such feel- 
ing from any person. He thought that there was an atmosphere 
about the air of Cambridge which had a kindly influence and a 
reverence for the memory of Ridley, Latimer, Bilney, and Frith. 
As Dr. Badenoch had been pleased to refer to his labours, he 
would just like to quote from his paper read at the Conference of 
the Church Association upon the subject of Confession. Referring 
to the subjects taught in classes, he, in his paper, said: ‘The 
subject of ‘ Confession and Absolution’ has also received much of 
our study and- attention, and I have but little fear that any of 
my numerous students will ever bow the knee to a human 
priest. I would dearly like to confront one of my lowest prize- 
men with the astounding statement of the Ritualistic Author 
of the ‘ Six Plain Sermons,’ to the effect that ‘if we confess 
to God we may be forgiven, but if we confess to a Priest 
we must be forgiven!’ If we were to let loose a batch of 
even my junior prizemen on such a glaring utterance as that, we 
would find, I assure you, neither ‘ignorance’ nor ‘apathy ’ in their 
method of dealing with it! They would say that when it is ‘ may’ 
for God and ‘ must’ for man, the relationship of God the 
Omnipotent, and man—puny and feeble man—are  signally 
reversed. They would show how God in His omniscience, and God 
only, has the true key of the heart of the penitent, and therefore He 
alone can deal with that heart; and that the human and fallible 
and short-sighted ‘priest’ has no such key, and must therefore use 
the picklock if he is ever to gain an entrance to that heart at all; 
and so my young students would proceed to translate the astound- 
ing statement into a yet more astounding version—‘ The true key 


may open the treasure, but the ‘ picklock’ must open it!’ Alas! if 


so 'tis all the worse for the rights of true ownership, and all the 
worse for the lock too ; for we well know that a lock whose delicate 
wards have been tampered with by the picklock, in questions and 
cross-questions, can never be as good a lock again ever after. 
Thus, any one of my young students would fairly extinguish the 
‘may’ and the ‘must’ of the Author of the ‘Six Plain Ser- 
mons,’ by severe but well-merited reductio ad absurdum.” 
Dr. Macurre asked the audience to assist (by getting a thorough 
knowledge of subjects) in dispelling ignorance. He believed in 
intellectual training, not in outcries. He believed that the no 
Popery cry had done more harm than good. A man should be 
able to give a reason for the hope that was in him without resorting 








| 
| 
| 
| 








PROTESTANT EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTE. 119 


to clamour. It was with pleasure that he found «such a great 
interest taken in the lectures. 
The Prizes were then distributed as follows :— 


Town Class. 
. Miss Emily Smyth, £5. 
. Miss Harriet Elizabeth Fisher, £3. 
Mr, Arthur Frederick Cahusac, £2. 
Miss A. Banyard, 
Miss Kate Banyard, l 
Miss Emily Flack, Books. 
Miss R. E. Derry, j 
Mr, A. Sheldrick, 


University Class. 
. Mr. Arthur Giles, Queens’ College, £10. 
. Mr. Philip Williams, Corpus College, £5. 
Mr. H. Cecil Wright, Trinity Hall, 
Mr. C. E. Boucher, Trinity Hall, 
Mr. Earnest N. Couthard, St. John’s College, + Books. 
Mr. F. G. Mayor, Undergraduate, j 
Mr. Atherton Knowles, St. John’s College, 


A vote of thanks to the Chairman concluded the meeting. 


go to 
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CITY OF LONDON CLASS. 
DISTRIBUTION OF PRIZES. 


The class for the young men and women in the City of London 
was held during the last session in the parish church of St. Mary, 
Aldermary. The subjects of lectures were on the dangers and 
duties of our day—‘* The Priestly claims of our Day ”’—‘‘ The 
Universal Priesthood ’"—‘‘ The Mass contrasted in the Lord’s Sup- 
per "—‘' The Signification of the word Catholic and Protestant—The 
Rule of Faith ’—and ‘“ Confession and Absolution.” The exam- 
ination for the prizes was very satisfactory. 7 

The annual distribution of prizes took place at Cannon-street 
Hotel, on Wednesday, May 15th. The chair was taken by Mr. 
Samuel Morley, M.P.; and among those on the platform were :— 
Rey. Dr. Manning, of the Religious Tract Society; Rev. Dr. 
Badenoch (secretary), Rev. Dr. Maguire, Rev. W. H. Barlow 
(Principal of the Church Missionary Society's Training College, 
Islington), Rev. J. B. Gordon, Rev, F, Bellamy, Dr. Mackie, 
Rev. L. B. White, Messrs, J. Terry, J. W. Flower, T. M‘Clure, 
and Geo. Thomson. 

The Rev. Dr. BapEnocu (Secretary) said their object was to 
instruct the youth of our country in the principles and history of 
the Reformation. They thought that if our forefathers deemed 
these principles worth dying for, we might, at least, find them 
worth maintaining. And, as there was very great apathy on the 
subject in this country, they felt there was need for special instrue- 
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tions in these principles. They began with the colleges, and they 
found that there was among the theological students a great 
amount of ignorance of the principles of the Reformation. It 
seemed to be supposed that the present century was too enlightened 
to need to go back to the discussions that were carried on 800 
years ago. But human nature was the same in all ages, and the 
same errors in one form or another were found in our midst. It 
was decided therefore that the system of instruction should not be 
confined to colleges but should be directed to the general public. 
Dr. Maguire’s practice was like that of Scott’s hero, the scene of 
whose labours he had visited not long ago. Wherever the 
memorials of the martyrs of truth had become weatherworn and 
indistinct, he went and endeavoured to restore their clearness 
and legibility. He endeavoured to restore those principles 
which had brought the blessing of Almighty God on our 
land, and to bring out the traths of our common Chris- 
tianity, especially justification by faith, and the truth 
that Christ is alone our Saviour. Their method of procedure 
was almost uniform. If they went to a town and found a 
clergyman who was willing to undertake the work, they 
induced him to deliver a course of lectures. If not, a lectureship 
was for the time established in that town. Dr. Maguire or some 
friend would go and deliver a course of lectures on the history and 
doctrines of the Reformation. These were not mere popular 
lectures. Every one was expected to take his or her notebook 
exactly as the divinity students in a college would do. After the 
expiry of (say) eight weeks an examination was held, and some of 
the papers they had had before them would do credit to any theo- 
logical college in the kingdom, They selected especially towns 
where Romanism is making strides, or where Ritualism is unhappily 
prevalent. At Bath, at Bristol, at Folkestone, and elsewhere, they 
had carried on the work. They had most interesting classes at 
Oxford and Cambridge, and also in the colleges belonging to the 
Wesleyan denomination, where their lectures were made a part of 
the curriculum. They had also by the kindness of the Chairman 
established lectures at the College of Nottingham connected with 
the denomination to which he belonged. During the past year they 
had been specially favoured. At the beginning of their course they 
had considerable difficulties to contend with, but by the end of last 
year they were enabled to clear these off. They had to thank not 
only individual Christian friends for aid, but also the Religious 
Tract Society, who was represented formerly by Dr. Davis, and 
this evening by Dr. Manning and the Rev. Mr. White. They were 
also indebted to Messrs. Cassell for some of their excellent 
publications. During the last year they had had through their 
hands some 8,000 students, and since the commencement of 
their work 41,500 students had passed through their classes, 
If they had had the means, he believed they would have 
trained five times that number. Some young men whom they had 
trained were engaged in the ministry in various denominations, and 
they would be competent to conduct classes. He would very much 
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wish that they were supplied with means for thus extending their 
usefulness. Another thing he could wish to see was a Protestant 
library in every village. (Hear, hear.) In some retired villages 
Ritualism was rampant, but there were always some intelligent 
men willing to read good Protestant books if they were to be found 
in the village library. Dr. Manning, of the Religious Tract Society, 
had promised to assist them in this respect, and he hoped to see 
half-a-dozen Protestant volumes in every village library which intel- 
ligent men and women might study for themselves. He might 
state that the Chaiiman had offered £100, to be competed for in 
prizes by students in colleges connected with his own denomina- 
tion. There was another matter in which they were interested— 
namely, the teaching shorthand to young men. When Dr. Davis 
was among them, he pointed out that the Jesuits in Ireland taught 
this art to all the young men they could get hold of; and on 
enquiry it was found that many of these were sent over to England 
to be engaged on the press. They therefore thought it would 
be well to give young men the opportunity of learning short- 
hand, making it a condition that they should attend the Protestant 
classes at the same time. In this way about 1,000 young men had 
been trained; but at present the classes were suspended for want 
of funds, but he hoped that ere long they would be able to resume 
them. (Cheers.) 

The Rev. W. H. Bartow said it was admitted that there was 
a necessity for a more thorough knowledge of the Roman Catholic 
question. They remembered the Papal aggression of 1850, and 
now they were threatened with a similar invasion in Scotland. 
Roman Catholic schools and monasteries were rising on every 
side ; their priests and sisters were being pushed into workhouses, 
and a Roman Catholic Cathedral was rising at Oxford. Dr. 
Newman had been elected a fellow of a college in that University ; 
and it was the special aim of the Romish hierarchy to reconquer 
(as they would call it) this country to what they called the faith. 
This Society’s plan embraced a threefold mode of operation, by 
classes, examinations, and lectures. It must not be supposed 
that every educated man knows enough of the history of the 
Reformation for general purposes. He had found as a trainer 
of young men for missionary work that it was necessary, even in 
order to understand the Articles of their own Church, to study 
the circumstances and the conflicts on which they were framed. 
And just as they would go through a book like Dr. Colenso’s 
book, and met iis errors point by point, so they must be forti- 
fied against Romanist error on the other hand. (Hear, hear.) 

The Rev. Dr. Mannine said, if fifty years ago any one had pre- 
dicted that in the present generation Romanism would become a 
grave and serious peril, he would have been set down as a fool; and 
yet this had strangely come to pass. And what if a prophet kad 
gone further and said that this growth of Romanism in our own 
land would be coincident with its decay in all other countries over 
which it then held sway? Well, the Roman States are confiscated, 
the Pope is a self-immured prisoner in the Vatican—the Bible 
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Society, and the Tract Society, and half-a-dozen Protestant 
Churches are doing their work in the Eternal City; the Waldenses 
have poured over the borders, and are preaching the Gospel with 
marvellous success. Again, in Spain, there is an open door for the 
Gospel. And all this at a time when in this England of ours a 
large section within the Church of England indignantly repudiates 
the name of Protestant, and brands Protestantism as schism, when 
Romanism not only numbers its converts by the thousand, but 
numbers among them the learned, the noble, the devout. Some 
three years ago, going from San Francisco to New York, he became 
intimate, during the long railway journey, with some Roman Catho- 
lic missionaries returning from a mission to South America. The 
leader of that party said to him, “Depend on it our victory 
in England is very much nearer than you think. England 
is the most hopeful field for us in the whole world. 
In twenty years England will be ours,” He did not believe 
that (cheers), and yet he was quite sure his com- 
panion believed what he said; an1 his faith was not without much 
to sustain and support it. There would be ways of meeting this 
advance which it would not be proper to discuss in that hall. But 
Rome had always shown herself skilful in adapting herself to politi- 
cal organization. She could bless trees of liberty, and at the same 
moment whisper insidious counsels into the ears of despots. There 
was no hope from repressive legislation ; there was no mesh in our 
net that Rome could not creep through. As to the press, he would 
naturally be the last to disparage the effect of a religious and Protes- 
tant press ; but anti-Romanist books were a drug in the market. 
Speaking as a publisher, if any one came to him in Paternoster- 
row, looking simply to what books he could sell and make a profit 
by, he would not look at a Protestant book. The Tract Society, it 
was true, did publish such books, believing it to be their duty to 
promote the spread of Evangelical religion, whether it did or did 
not pay ; but still the fact remained that cnly a very small section 
of the public would read books on this question. As to the even- 
tual result, he had no fear. The immediate future did seem some- 
what dark and gloomy for our Church and country ; but in-the end 
the victory was assured, and it would be theirs. (Cheers.) 

The Rev. Dr. Macurre, who rose to announce the names of the 
successful competitors, said he had no doubt what he had to say 
would be a matter of interest to some at least, and his words would 
be worth their weight in gold. (Cheers.) He would just explain 
that on this occasion they had only the prizes of one class to distri- 
bute instead of, as formerly, those of several ; because arrangements 
had been made for distributing prizes to other classes in their own 
more immediate locality. He referred with pleasure to the class he 
had held in the City of Bristol, which the Chairman so well repre- 
sented in Parliament. Some 800 or 900 young men and women 
attended his lectures in the beautiful Church of St. James. At 
Cambridge one-half of his class was composed of undergraduates. 
It was proposed that the prizes should be open to those 
even who had gained high places in the tripos ; but after consulta- 
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tion with the heads of houses it was resolved to restrict them to 
undergraduates. He could not omit to say how much they were 
indebted to the kind aid of the Chairman for the success which had 
attended the classes at Nottingham. All the students at the 
Nonconformist college attended, and he was sure it would do them 
no harm. (Hear.) As to the prizes now to be declared, he would 
say this was a good average class, so that some who might in other 
classes have gained a prize had not succeeded here; and he might 
say that although the proportion of female students who were suc- 
cessful was smaller than usual, this was simply because in the City 
their classes consisted mainly of young men. 

The prizes were then distributed by the Chairman. The first 
prize £10, W. Greenwood ; second, £7, Thomas Denham; third, 
£5, J. Greer; fourth, £3, W.A. Long; fifth, £2, Robert V. 
Greene ; sixth, £2, William Walker; seventh, £2, William Led- 
lie. Book prizes: Charles Humberstone, William Steele, Emily D. 
Kirkwood, Alfred Griffin, Thomas Rees, William Strong, Thomas 
J. Robertson, Frederick W. Cook, Marie L. Lea, William Little, 
Frederick Pickering, Henry A. Bywater, Alice 8. Jackson, P. W. D. 
Brockman, Ernest W. Smith. 

The Cuarrman then said,—I shall detain you with but a very few 
words, but I am anxious to express the pleasure I have felt in being 
here to-night. I have been disposed at times to look upon Protes- 
tant efforts with a good deal of jealousy,—not, I hope, that I have 
been lukewarm in my attachment to Protestant principles, but 
because these efforts seem somehow to trench too closely on 
personal antagonism. But I have watched the proceedings of 
this Association and thoroughly approved the action it has taken. 
I have no doubt there is a full absence of any effort to build up 
mere denominational interests. I wish these lectures could be 
repeated ten times over. Ihave no doubt that the spread of Protes- 
tant principles must tend to promote the liberty of the people 
One of the great dangers of the day I believe to be the growth of 
ecclesiasticism. Now, the tendency of these lectures is to 
lead Englishmen to exercise the right of private judgment 
respecting their responsibility to their Maker. But I am 
bound to say the enemy is in possession of the citadel. 
We profess to be a Protestant people, but there is such 
an amount of concession to Rome within the Established 
Church that we need to get rid of this monstrosity, or we shall 
be in the danger of which Dr. Manning has spoken. I have had 
something to do with honest controversy between church and 
chapel—less of late years than formerly, because I believe we 
should rather be drawing nearer, those of us who hold heartily 
together on this question. I have felt drawn to aid the efforts of 
Dr. Maguire, and, in Nottingham or elsewhere, I would be glad to 
stand by his side, holding as he does those truths which are essen- 
tial to the religious life and liberties of England. There are two 
points alluded to in these lectures in which I take special interest. 
The effect of these lectures is to check the excess of priestly influ- 
ence and to raise the authority of the Scriptures. I observe that 
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in the syllabus there isa reference to the spread of infidelity on 
the one hand and the spread of superstition on the othef. We 
need men of the highest culture to go forth and meet the efforts of 
scientific men to undermine the faith of the people. There never 
was atime when greater efforts were made by men of high cul- 
ture and great intellectual powers to undermine our faith in 
the Seriptures. I felt pleasure, therefore, on a former occasion 
in tendering pecuniary help to this Institute, especially as 
to the lectures at Nottingham College. I believe every Noncon- 
formist minister as well as every clergyman of the Church of Eng- 
land ought to be a lecturer on Protestant principles. I do believe 
in the existence of great dangers, in the progress of principles 
adverse to the spread of pure religious truth and of personal 
liberty—for the two are combined. I rejoice to have been here, 
because I know that a great and valuable effort is being made on 
behalf of principles in which I most heartily agree, and whenever 
personally or in any other way I can co-operate in your work I 
shall always be ready to do so. (Cheers.) I have been requested 
to move—That this meeting rejoices in the success of the efforts 
made by the Protestant Educational Institute, especially in connec- 
tion with its Protestant educational classes, to instruct young men 
and young women in the principles of the Reformation as opposed 
to Romanism and Ritualism ; and they deem it to be of the utmost 
importance that the hands of the Institute should be strengthened 
to enable it to establish similar classes throughout the country. 

The Rev. L. B. Wurre seconded the resolution. A vote of 
thanks to the Chairman was moved by the Rev. Dr. Macuire, and 
seconded by Mr, Greenwoop (the winner of the first prize), and 
briefly acknowledged ; and the Rev. Mr. Bretuamy having pro- 
nounced the Blessing, the Meeting closed. 


BATH CLASS. 


A course of lectures, on subjects similar to those delivered to the 
City of London class, was given in St. Matthew's, Widecombe, by the 
Rey. Dr. Maguire. The lectures excited much interest. There 
was a very gratifying attendance and competition for the prizes. 
A meeting was held in the Guildhall on 17th June, the Rev. W. A. 
Cornwall in the chair. Addresses were given by the Chairman, 
Rey. Dr. Maguire, Dr. Badenoch, Mr. Farrant and others. 

The following received prizes:—First prize, £5, Sarah M. 
Marsh; second, £3, Alice E. Kettlewell; third, £2, 8S. Ellen 
M. Whitaker ; fourth, ‘‘ History of Protestantism, ’’ 8 vols., Martha 
A. Quick; fifth, “‘ Pilgrimages to Rome” (Seymour), Eilen C. 
Slater ; sixth, ‘‘ Evenings with Romanists” (Seymour), Margaret 
Tyler ; seventh, Ditto, Ditto, Maude Kemmis ; eighth, ‘‘ Mornings 
with the Jesuits” (Seymour), Alice M. B. Winckwork; ninth, “ Pil- 
grim’s Progress ’’ (Cassell’s), Frances V. Aylmer. Honourable men- 
tion: C. Louise Beaver, Emily Jones, Henrietta J. Judall, H. 
J. Pasmore, Lucy A. Eyre, Julia Hutchins, Gordon M. Saville, 
Francis F. Cox, Emily 8. Young, Annie 8. Barnard, Blanche 
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Hutchins, Jesse Dixon, and Hannah H. Griffith. The sum of £10 
was contributed by the Bath Protestant Alliance towards the prizes ; 
and five volumes, handsomely bound, of the Rev. Hobart Seymour's 
works, were presented by Mrs. Seymour. 

On the subsequent afternoon a drawing-room meeting on behalf 
of the work of the Institute was held at Miss Broke’s residence, 
Marlboro’-building, Prebendary Anderson taking the chair. The 
Rev. Mr. Way, the Rev. W. A. Cornwall, General Eden, T. Stokes, 
Mr. Goldie, and other influential friends were present. Drs, 
Badenoch and Maguire explained to the meeting the origin and 
success of the work of educating the country in Protestant doctrines, 
and the method adopted in carrying on this educational movement. 
Mr. Cornwall also addressed the meeting on the importance of 
extending the work in every town in England. 


BRISTOL CLASSES. 


The Rev. Dr. Maguire conducted a class in St. James's Church, 
Bristol. The attendance was unusually large,—sometimes as 
many as 800 to 1,000 persons being present. There were also a 
very Jarge number who competed for the prizes. 

A meeting was held on the evening of the 17th June in the 
Lesser Colston Hall, to present the prizes. The chair was taken 
by Colonel Savile. 

The proceedings were opened with prayer by the Rev. C. W. 
Hickson. 

The Cuarman remarked that they had met for a very pleasing 
purpose, that of distributing prizes to those who had been success- 
ful in the classes that had been instituted for the purpose of spread- 
ing Protestant education. These classes were of vital importance ; 
and why? Because every writer in the New Testament, writing 
under the inspiration of God’s own Holy Spirit, forewarned them 
of false doctrines and false teachers rising up amongst them. 
Don’t let them think that they were safe from false doctrine in these 
days. If it were possible men would arise who should deceive the 
very elect, and therefore it was wise that they should study the 
doctrines brought before them. Was it not also necessary because 
they saw false doctrines all round them? Everybody in Bristol 
knew the controversy that had been going on in their beloved 
Church of England. They had amongst them men who he dared 
to say were teaching not the doctrines of the Church of England, 
not Protestant doctrines, but Romish doctrines. They had seen in 
a local church that in consequence of apathy, or perhaps tender- 
ness on the part of the Bishop of the diocese, an erring clergyman 
had been allowed to go on from year to year propagating those 
doctrines. ‘Ihe Bishop, however, had now faithfully and boldly, 
amid much opposition, stopped one church at least from teaching 
those doctrines. They ought to thank the Bishop for what he 
had done; they ought to strengthen his hands as far as possible ; 
and they ought to indoctrinate far and wide those with whom 
they might be brought into contact with the truth, so that they 
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might know and feel that the Bishop was only doing his duty faith- 
fully towards his flock and Church in stopping this heresy amongst 
them. (Applause.) 

The Rey. T. Granam said their thanks were due to the Rev. Dr. 
Maguire for his lectures, and to the Protestant Educational Institute 
for sending him. Was there anything in their own time that called 
for such controversial lectures ? He thought there could be but 
one answer to that question. ‘There were some who would persuade 
themselves and others that in the increased enlightenment of the 
present day, in the diffusion of knowledge, and in the spread of 
liberty, they had ample securities against a revival of asystem so 
corrupt, so dark, so false, and so fatal as the system of Popery. 
But they had to deal not with mere theories or speculations, but 
with plain, sober, and stubborn facts. Popery was not an 
improved thing, it was not a modernized thing; and he believed 
that if it had the power it would burn Dr. Maguire to-morrow. If 
they had only to deal with Popery pure and simple, with the Church 
of Rome herself, they would have little to fear. ‘The danger was 
not from Cardinal Manning, Dr. Newman, and such men. He 
defied ail of them to make any practicable breach in the Protes- 
tantism of England if only the Church of England were true to her- 
self and true to her principles. The danger was from those men 
inside the Church of England who would reverse the engine of the 
Reformation and un-Protestantize this Church and nation of Eng- 
land. It was not a question of lights, flowers, or gorgeous 
vestments, and such like—although there was a danger in the 
introduction of such things—they were but the dust thrown 
into the eyes to conceal the real intention. The real inten- 
tion of those men was to thrust aside the simple minister of the 
Gospel, and to substitute in his place a human priest endowed 
with all the dread and tremendous powers which were claimed 
by the priests of the Church of Rome. That intention meant 
degradation, it meant the confessional, it meant slavery, it meant 
the ruin of domestic peace, the ruin of domestic happiness, 
ruin to confidence between parent and child, ruin to confidence 
between husband and wife. It meant the highest possible 
dishonour to the one great Mediator betwixt God and man, the 
one High Priest of their confession, Christ Jesus. (Applause.) 
They must all feel indignant sympathy with the Bishop in 
the abuse which had been heaped upon his lordship because of 
his refusal to sanction under the authority of his licence 
certain practices which were not only illegal, but were entirely 
foreign to the tone, principles, and doctrines, of the Reformed 
Church of England. (Applause.) Referring to the recent meeting 
of Ritualists, he said surely it was almost treasonable on the 
part of men holding high and distinguished positions in society 
to openly declare before hundreds of their fellow countrymen 
that they intended to break one of the laws of the land. Surely, 
also, it was a strange forgetfulness of the facts of the case to 
say that St. Raphael’s church was closed by the Bishop. It 
was not closed by the Bishop, but by those who chose to say 
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that they would either conduct the services of the Church in an 
illegal manner or they would not conduct them at all. What 
was to be done? For his part he believed that their great aim 
should be the diffusion of information. (Applause.) : 

The Rey. Dr. Bapenocn next addressed the meeting, and said 
Bristol had shown the largest attendance of any town at these 
classes. He was glad to see this old Reformation city of Bristol 
showing such an interest in the Reformation. He urged that in 
these days pure Biblical education was more than ever necessary in 
order to meet Popery, which was an enemy not only to spiritual, 
but social and political peace. (Applause.) This society had now 
been at work ten or eleven years, and during that time 41,000 
students had passed through these classes. 

The Rey. Dr. Maguire then addressed the meeting, and after- 
wards the prizes were distributed as follows :—1st, £5, Miss Maria 
Mackenzie ; 2nd, £8, Thomas G. Reed; 8rd, £2, Miss Bessie 
Andrews and Miss Amy M. Merry ; also book prizes to the follow- 
ing :—Florence Isabel Lilly, Mr. Walter Kellaway, Miss Mary Jane 
Vidal, Frederick George Winscombe, Miss Fanny Catherine Hall, 
William Henry Body, Miss Sarah Hartland Wright, Llewellyn John 
Gittins, Thomas James Parsons, William Henry Brooks, Miss 
Ellen Louisa Kate Cooke, and Frederick Baker. 

The Rey. Canon Cooper then addressed the meeting, remarking 
that they were greatly indebted to the Institute for diffusing such 
valuable information. Referring to the countenance the Bishop 
gave the society, he remarked that a certain eccentric stranger 
stated at the Victoria-rooms that the Bishop was disliked. He 
(Canon Cooper) asked the people of Bristol if that were true. 
(‘* No,” and applause.) Such a statement, if not a falsehood, was 
at least a mistake. (Applause.) If anything could endear the 
Bishop more and more to the Evangelical clergy and the Protestant 
people of Bristol it was the course he had pursued in stopping that 
half-way house to Popery in this city (St. Raphael’s). Another 
statement made at the meeting at the Victoria Kooms was that no 
remonstrance had been forwarded to Mr. Ward by the Bishop. 
That was not so, the Bishop had remonstrated again and again. 
(Hear, hear.) ‘The result of the Bishop’s action would be to bring 
the Protestant party in the city closer together. It was in con- 
templation to hold a meeting in Bristol to show that they had no 
sympathy with strangers from a distance who made slanderous 
attacks on the Bishop. (Applause.) He trusted that Bristol would 
come forward as in the old time, in the time of Popish aggression, 
and in her might and strength show her determination to stick to 
the principles of Protestant truth and her opposition to those who 
were trying to lead them away from it. He had no sympathy with 
those timid persons who would stand back at this crisis. It was 
their duty to go forward. They had stopped too long in taking 
action, and now every man and woman should step forward and 
assist in putting down that which was attempting to sap the foun- 
dations of Protestantism. 


The Rey. T. C. Price, in addressing the meeting, spoke of the 
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value of the operations of the Institute, and to the danger that 
arose from the spread of Ritualism. With reference to the action 
of the Bishop as régarded St. Raphael’s it must be satisfactory to 
him to know that the course he had adopted met with the approval 
not only of the great body of Churchmen in this city, but of Pro- 
testant Nonconformists also. However a certain dignitary of an 
adjoining diocese might think fit to speak of the head’of this diocese 
his lordship might rest assured that he had the respect of the great 
body of the laity, and of the leading and most influential members of 
the Protestant Nonconformist bodies. (Applause.) 


Mr. J. Ivsxir, in addressing the meeting, remarked that the 
Bishop, like many other well-abused men, was none the worse for 
the abuse that had been heaped upon him. He did not know how his 
lordship felt, but he (Mr. Inskip) should begin to suspect himself if 
he found that in religious matters he was receiving the commenda- 
tion of Archdeacon Denison, Mr. Randall or Mr. Ward. They 
heard a great deal about conscience, but who could believe that a 
conscientious desire to obey the law of the Church lay, as alleged, 
at the root of all those disturbances that Mr. Ward was making ? 
Who could believe it? What was Mr. Ward’s position? He 
stated that he conscientiously wished to obey the law of the 
Church of England. Where dil he find the law which he was 
setting up for himself? He (Mr. Ward) contended that, as 
regarded three points, he should be an unfaithful son of 
the Church if he surrendered them, and that the Bishop was 
simply requiring obedience to Privy Councilemade law. Ritua- 
lists seemed to think that if they sneered at the Privy 
Council they made a very strong point. Mr. Ward, however, 
accepted orders in the Church of England on the distinct 
understanding and with the full knowledge that the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council, as advising Her Majesty, would be the 
last tribunal that he could resort to if he wished to protect himse!f 
or that an accuser could resort to. Had not Mr. Ward and those 
who thought and spoke with him promised obedience to that autho- 
rity they would not have been ordained. Further than that, the 
mixed chalice and the use of lights had been previously decided by 
five out of eight eminent counsel consulted by the English Church 
Union and by Dr. Phillimore, the Dean of Arches, to be illegal. 
The exeuse put forward by Mr. Ward was not only foolish and 
absurd, but untrue, unfair, and disingenuous. The fact was Mr. 
Ward and the Ritualists looked for their authority outside the 
Church of England, far beyond the bishops of the Church of Eng- 
land; they looked to the practice, usages, doctrine, and teaching 
of the Church of Rome. (Applause.) In conclusion, he moved a vote 
of thanks to Dr. Maguire and the Chairman. 


Also there has been a class conducted by the Rev. C. W. Hick- 
son, in connection with the Bristol Protestant League, in St. 
Bartholomew’s Schoolroom. The Protestant Educational Institute, 
through its examiner, Mr, James Todd, adjudicated prizes in books 
consisting of 12 volumes, which the Institute provided. 
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GAby aw Fa Protestant 7 


Because I protest against all teaching opposed to the Holy Scrip- 
tures, believing the Bible to be “ the Word of God.” ‘Thy Word 
is truth.”—John xvii. 17. ‘‘ Every word of God is pure’’—Prov. 
xxx. 5; 2 Peter i. 21; 2 Tim. iii. 16—and the Holy Spirit its 
only Infallible Interpreter. ‘‘He shall teach you all things.”— 
John xiv. 26. 


II. Because I protest against the supremacy of the Pope. There 
is no Scriptural authority for this assumption. Jesus saith, 
‘* Whosoever of you will be the chiefest shall be servant of all.” — 
Mark x. 44. ‘Neither as being lords over God’s heritage, but 
being ensamples to the flock.’—1 Peter v.38. ‘Take my yoke 
upon you, and learn of Me ; for I am meek and lowly in heart; and 
ye shall find rest unto your souls. For My yoke is easy, and My 
burden is light.’”"— Matt. xi. 29, 30. 


III. Because I protest against the vaunted infallibility of the 
Pope and the Church of Rome. Dowe not see in this a mark of — 
‘* that Man of Sin,” ‘‘ the Son of Perdition,” who, ‘‘ as God sitteth 
in the temple of God, shewing himself that he is God ?’—2 Thess. 
ii. 8,4; Jas. iv. 6; Prov. iii. 5—7; 1 Cor. viii. 2. 

IV. Because I protest against the doctrine of transubstantiation, 
the sacrifice of the mass, and the withholding of the cup from the laity. 
“ Drink ye all of it.” —Matt. xxvi. 27. ‘ Christ was once offered.” 
—Heb. ix. 25—28. ‘By one offering He hath perfected for ever 
them that are sanctified.”,—Heb. x. 14 ; Luke xxii. 14—20. The 
Lord’s Supper is a commemorative ordinance, not a propitiatory 
sacrifice—‘* This do in remembrance of me.’"—1 Cor. xi. 28—29. 

V. Because I protest against the worship of the Virgin Mary 
and the invocation of saints, as being contrary to the express com- 
mand of God. “ Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, and Him 
only shalt thou serve.”"—Matt. iv. 10 ; Deut, vi. 13—15 ; Ex. xx. 
3; xxxiv. 14. “* There is one God, and one Mediator between 
God and men, the Man Christ Jesus.’”—1 ‘Tim. ii. 5, 6; John 
xiv.6; Col. ii. 18; Rev. xix. 10; Rev. xxii. 9. 

VI. Because I protest against the adoration of images and relics, 
such as images of Christ, the Virgin Mary, the statue of St. Peter’ 
at Rome, the image of Rimini with moving eyes, the coat at Tréves, 
the house at Loretto, crucifixes, amulets, ke. Is not this gross 
idolatry? ‘‘ The mystery of iniquity;”’ “lying wonders.”— 
2 Thess. ii: 7—18. ‘‘ Thou shalt not make thee any graven images, 
or the likeness of anything that is in heaven above ’’—‘‘ thou shalt 
not bow down thyself to them,” &c..—Deut. v. 8, 9, 10; Ex, xx. 4,5; 
Deut. iv. 12—20. ‘I am the Lord: that is My name; and 
My glory will I not give to another, neither My praise to graven 
images.’’—Isa, xlii, 8 ; xl. 18—29; xliv, 6—20. 
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VII. Because I protest against auricular confession and priestly 
absolution, that unholy system of despotic power which enchains 
the mind of man to the creature and prevents the soul from 
looking in adoration and confidence to its Creator and Redeemer 
‘Look unto Me, and be ye saved, all the ends of the earth ; for I 
am God, and there is none else.”"—Isa. xlv. 22; xliii, 25. ‘ My 
people have commitied two evils; they have forsaken Me, the 
Fountain of Living Waters, and hewed them out cisterns, broken 
cisterns, that can hold no water.”—Jer. ii. 18. ‘If any man sin, 
we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous ; 
and He is the propitiation for our sins.”—1 John ii. 1, 2; Acts 
xx. 21. ‘* Let us therefore come boldly untothe throne of grace, 
that we may obtain mercy, and find grace to help in time of need.” 
—Heb. iv. 16. 

VIIL. Because I protest against the Latin service, as not being 
understood by the people. ‘‘ Except ye utter by the tongue words 
easy to be understood, how shall it be known what is spoken ? for 
ye shall speak into the air.”—1 Cor. xiv. 8—20. 


TX. Because I protest against the doctrine of purgatory. ‘ The 
Blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanseth us from all sin."—1 John 
i. 7. “ He is able also to save them to the uttermost that come 
unto God by Him.”—Heb. vii. 25 ; Luke xxiii. 48. “ Blessed are 
the dead which die in the Lord from henceforth; Yea, saith the 
Spirit, that they may rest from their labours.”—Rev. xiv. 18; 
John xi. 25, 26. 

X. Because I protest against the doctrine of the merit of works, 
penances, and the sale of indulgences. ‘‘ When ye shall have done 
all those things which are commanded you, say, We are unprofit- 
able servants: we have done that which was our duty to do."’-— 
Luke xvii. 10. ‘ By grace are ye saved through faith ; and that 
not of yourselves; it is the gift of God: not of works, lest any 
man should boast.”"—Eph. ii. 8, 9 ; Isa. lxiv. 6; 2 Cor. v. 21. 


XI. Because I protest against withholding the free use of the 
Holy Scriptures from the people, “* which are able to make thee 
wise unto salvation, through faith which is in Christ Jesus.”’— 
2 Tim. iii. 15. And “ teaching for doctrines the commandments of 
men.”'—Matt. xv. 1—9. ‘* Search the Scriptures.”—John v. 39. 
* Thy word is a lamp unto my feet, and a light unto my path.” — 
Ps, exix. 105 ; Isa. viii. 20 ; 1 Peter i. 283—25; Rom. xv. 4. 


** Now the Spirit speaketh expressly, that in the latter times some 
shall depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits, and 
doctrines of devils; speaking lies in hypocrisy; having their 
conscience seared with a hot iron ; forbidding to marry ; and com- 
manding to abstain from meats, which God hath created to be 
received with thanksgiving of them which believe afd know the 
truth.”"—1 Tim. iv. 1—8; 1 John ii. 18, 19. 

XII. Because I protest against the persecuting and intolerant spirit 


of the Church of Rome, expressed in the decrees of her Councils ; 
the oaths taken by her bishops and archbishops for the extermina- 
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tion of heretics, and exhibited in the well-known and atrocious 
cruelties of the Inquisition, and in the history of every country 
where she has had dominancy. ‘The wrath of man worketh not 
the righteousness of God.”—Jas. i. 20. “I saw the woman 
drunken with the blood of the saints, and with the blood of the 
martyrs of Jesus.""—Rev. xvii. 6; xvili. 24. Are such “ followers 
of God as dear children ?” do they ‘ walk in love’?— Eph. v. 1, 2. 
** God is love.’”,—1 John iv, 16.—*‘ God so loved the world, that He 
gave His only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him should 
not perish, but have everlasting life.” —John iii. 16. 





Ghe same of Fesus. 


By tHe Rev. Rosert Macuire, D.D. 


** That at the Name of Jesus every knee should bow, of things in heaven, and 

things in earth, and things under the earth.” (Phil. ii. 10.) 

I nore I need not depart, for very long, from so glorious and 
edifying a topic as this, to speak of a possible misapprehension of 
this text, as though it justified the act of bowing at the mention of 
the name of Jesus. It is too grand a text to be reduced to so 
small an act as this would be. In tho origival, it is not “at” the 
Name, but “in” the Name of Jesus (i rw Gromari Inet); and 
it is the bowing of the ‘‘ knee” and not the inclination of the head 
that is spoken of; and we all know that the bowing of the knee 
means prayer and homage. Professor Lightfoot, in his learned 
comment on this passage, says—‘* It is not ‘ the name Jesus,’ but 
‘the Name of Jesus.’ The name here must be the same with the 
name in the preceding verse. And the personal name Jesus cannot 
there be meant.” For myself, I bow at the mention of the Name 
of “Jesus Christ” in the Creeds, as a custom, in which I have 
been brought up from my youth ; and for this reason (custom and 
habit) I do so, but not on the authority of this text, which in truth 
says nothing about such a gesture at all. And as to others, it is a 
matter of indifference to me, whether they bow or not; if it is any 
help to the devotional feeling of any, God forbid that I should inter- 
fere ; I only desire to protect this text from being quoted as the 
reason for it, as though it laid special honour on one name to the 
exclusion of all other names by which Jesus is called ; and all of 
which are equally honourable. 

Surely, the Name of “ Christ’’ is entitled to the same honour as 
the Name ‘‘Jesus ;”’ and Heis called ‘‘ Lord” and ‘“* Emmanuel ;” 
and all these are of equal honour, so thatif we are to bow the head 
at the mere mention of one Name, we would be bound to render 
not less reverence and respect when the other names are men- 
tioned. There are some who decline to bow the head at the 
mention of the Name of Jesus, even in the Creeds, because they 
say that even the ordinary ‘‘custom’’ of doing so is derived 
from the misapprehension and misinterpretation of the text; and 
a “custom” which they- believe to be founded on so great 
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a misrepresentation they refuse on any account to sanction. 
For these also I feel some sympathy. All, however, I ask 
is that whatever we may individually do in this matter, 
will be done conscientiously, and with due regard to the 
feelings of others, but certainly never on the supposed 
authority of this text. The text means the universal homage that 
is to be rendered to our Divine Lord, by whatever name He may be 
called. That time is not yet, but it is coming ; and from age to age 
the Church of Christ is the witness to that truth. And one great 
proof of this is that in every prayer we offer, we offer it “‘in ” and 
‘* through "’ the Name of Jesus—** Through Jesus Christ our Lord ;” 
as in the words of our Divine Lord Himself when, using the very self- 
same phrase, He said—‘ Hitherto have ye asked nothing in My 
name (iv 7a trouari wow) ; ask, and ye shall receive, that your 
joy may be full.” (John xvi. 24.) We are thus enabled to fulfil 
the duty of this text by joining fervently in every Christian 
Prayer offered ‘‘ in the Name of Jesus.”’ 

Indeed, the full meaning of the expression in the text will be 
attained only at the Judgment, for it is in regard to that great 
occasion that the Apostle uses the same passage in another Epistle 
—‘ We shall all stand before the judgment seat of Christ. For it 
is written, As I live, saith the Lord, every knee shall bow to me, 
and every tongue shall confess to God ” (Rom. xiv. 10,11). Here 
itis under the name of ‘‘ Lord” that these words are spoken. And 
the whole passage is, in fact, a quotation from Isaiah, where it is 
God Himself who speaks the words—‘‘ I have sworn by Myself, 
the word is gone out of My mouth in righteousness, and shall not 
return, That unto Me every knee shall bow, every tongue shall 
swear’ (Isa. xlv. 23). Thus the self-same words are spoken of 
‘* God,” and ‘ Lord,” and “ Jesus ;” so that if they mean the bow- 
ing at the name of Jesus, they would also mean the like gesture at 
the mention of the names of ‘‘God” and “ Lord.” Buta much 
more solemn meaning than this belongs to this grand and noble 
text. It means the ultimate triumph of the dead and buried and 
resurrected Jesus, to Whom, in time, every man, and every crea- 
ture shall render homage—‘‘ of things in heaven, and things in 
earth, and things under the earth.” It means the full conquest of 
the now militant and then triumphant cause of Christ; and full 
conquest ends the strife. It means the stooping of the enemies of 
our Lord, at last, to their all-conquering King ; the universal hom- 
age to the universal Lord. It is the assertion, on the part of 
Christ, of His sovereignty and kingly power, the authority of His 
irresistible might, or, as an old writer says, ‘‘God hath promised 
not only to break the stoutest back, but also to bow the stiffest 
knee.” It is the climax of all the past history of Jesus, both 
Lord and Christ, from the cradle to the grave, from the Cross to 
the Crown, as the Apostle enumerates the stages of that wonder- 
ful Life—‘‘ And without controversy great isthe mystery of godli- 
ness : God was manifest in the flesh, justified in the spirit, seen of 
angels, preached unto the Gentiles, believed cn in the world, 
received up into glory.” (1 Tim, iii, 16.) 
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$5 Scotland to submit to Rome’s Aggression? 


By Mr. R. J. Niven. 


We live in a restless and unsettled age, and perhaps in nothing 
is the restlessness so great 9s in matters of religion. Before the 
Reformation there were spiritual bondage, and ignorance, and 
putrescence, broken at rare intervals by a few noble men here and 
there, struggling into light and liberty, most of them only to be 
driven to the stake by the relentless persecution of Rome. Claude 
of Turin, Savonarola at Florence, John Huss, and Jerome of Prague ; 
John Wickliffe in England ; Patrick Hamilton and George Wishart 
in Scotland, with others of lesser note. 

But Tetzel and his Indulgences carried Rome’s pious swindling 
too far even for that age. Luther was awake, and Zuingle, and 
Calvin, and Knox, and the English Reformers; the darkness was ~ 
past, and the true Light shone. ‘The history of this wonderful 
movement, in the various countries of Europe, fills volames—a 
recent ‘‘ History of Protestantism” * giving a most graphic and 
powerful description of the whole. What we have to do with now, 
however, is our own beloved Scotland, to which God gave, in 1560, 
a grander and fuller deliverance from the despotism and superstition 
of Rome than He ever gave to any land. We know how far we 
advanced then, and in a few years following; but how far have we 
progressed since ? Notso faras some people are carelessly willing 
to believe : nor, indeed, have we always been going forward at all. 
The sun has, we fear, and that without any miracle, gone backward 
on the sundial of Scotland. 

The Scottish Reformers saw so clearly the utterly corrupt and 
wicked character of the whole Romish system, that they swept it 
out root and branch. Its Mass, its images, its incense, its priest- 
hood, its bishops, its monks and nuns, its crosses, its altars, all 
were purged out like an unclean thing, and the Reformers took the 
religion which they established in its place—not from Rome, nor 
even from Geneva—but from the pure Word of God. 

The state of feeling at the time is well explained by the notable 
expression of John Knox, that he feared more the saying of one 
Mass than the landing of ten thousand armed men on the shores. 
Popery, however, although showing its old character in its Spanish 
Armada, and its Gunpowder Plot, was allowed again, openly or 
covertly, to creep in, and the devout and patriotic Covenanters 
resisted its tyranny with their blood, not counting their lives dear 
unto them, that they might finish their course with joy ; dying for 
Christ's crown and covenant, and leaving a heritage of liberty 
which we enjoy, and think all too little of, till this day. 

But the Popish leanings of our Stuart Kings soon culminated in 
the open joining of the Church of Rome by James VII., when, by 
a providential concurrence of events, there landed at Torbay, on 
5th November, 1688, William III., of ‘‘glorious, pious, and 
immortal memory.” This memorable Revolution, by God’s good 
providence being successful, the Settlement was made under which 


* By Rev. J. A. Wrxiz, LL.D. Cassell, Petter and Galpin. 
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we enjoy our Constitutional liberty now, although there were some 
things wanting even in this, which have been the cause of 
trouble. 

Our Constitution, then, was Protestant; we had our Bill of 
Rights, our Protestant Sovereign, and our Protestant Parliament. 
Rome, however, was scheming and devising all the time, never 
giving up the hope of once more ruling over all. Perhaps the first 
great national blunder, nay crime, in regard to this, was the 
establishment of Popery in Canada in 1763, and more specially 
by the Act 14 Geo. III., ec. 83, of 1774,—the bitter fruit of 
which is, that in that thriving colony at this very hour, the 
assumption of the Romish bishops is well nigh intolerable. 

Now, what requires our attention at present is this: Our Con- 
stitution is Protestant, the major part of our population is Protes- 
tant, our national institutions are Protestant—and, perhaps, the 
most careless of us wishes them to remain so. But what of the 
enemy? Rome is semper eadem et ubique and is much more to be 
dreaded to-day than in former times. Her Ultramontanism, her 
magnificent organization, her Infallibility, her determination (as 
Manning has said) “to subjugate and subdue, to conquer and rule, 
this imperial race,” shows that she means these things to take end. 
Manning writes again:—‘‘ England is the head of Protestantism, 
the centre of its movements, and the stronghold of its power. 
Weakened in England, it is paralyzed everywhere ; conquered in 
England it is conquered throughout the world; once overthrown 
here, all is but a warfare of detail. All the roads of the whole 
world meet in one point, and this point reached, the whole world 
lies open to the Church’s will.’’** Does not this show all too plainly 
that the Church of Rome means to overturn the Reformation, to 
crush out Protestantism, to extinguish our liberties, and to make 
Britain as Spain? Will she succeed? God knows. But let us 
remember that God works by the use of means, and that nations are, 
and must be, punished in this world, for their national sin. A 
reference to history shows, in a most remarkable manner, that 
under Popish reigns, and under governments which have favoured 
Popery, there has been national decadence; and, when a change 
has been made to thorough Protestantism—as from Mary in 


IL. to William III.,—national prosperity was the immediate result. 
The history and present condition of Popish and Protestant 
nations show, that under Popery national prosperity is impossible. 
Or, as Lord Macaulay as put it, ‘“ Throughout Christendom, 
whatever advance has been made in knowledge, in wealth, and in 
the arts of life, has been made in spite of her (the Church of Rome), 
and has everywhere been in inverse proportion to her power. Tho 
loveliest provinces in Europe have, under her rule, been sunk in 
poverty, in political servitude, and in intellectual torpor; while 
Protestant countries, once proverbial for sterility and barbarism, 
have been turned, by skill and industry, into gardens, and can 
boast of a long list of heroes, statesmen, philosophers, and poets.’’ 
We have a notable example in our own day: Spain, with a Queen 


* Sermon preached before Dr. Wiseman, 6th Auguet, 1859. 
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enjoying the Pope’s blessing, remains degraded; Italy, with a 
King cursed by the Pope, enters Rome in triumph. Have we, as 
a nation, acted upon this knowledge and experience? We shall 
see. The Church of Rome asked that her members should be 
admitted into the British Parliament, disturbed the whole of 
Ireland with a view to get this done, and was refused. Why ? 
Because our statesmen knew that, being admitted, she must and 
would use her position to destroy the religion and liberty of 
Britain ; nay, that the Pope, by this means, should sit in Parlia- 
ment by deputy, and have his behests carried out to our hurt. 
The memoir of Sir Robert Peel on this subject shows, that both 
the Duke of Wellington and he were opposed to the measure, and 
that they were afraid to pass it—so much afraid, that Romish 
bishops were examined on oath, as to certain Bulls which, if in 
force, should be inimical to our well-being. In this examination 
these men declared, yea swore, that the Pope was not Infallible, 
that he did not claim to have the right to depose kings and to 
absolve subjects from their allegiance, and that the Bull, “Jn 
Cena Domini,” with others on which they were questioned, was not 
in force. After this evidence, the Act 10 Geo. IV., cap. 7, of 
1829, usually called ‘‘‘Ihe Emancipation Act,’’ was passed, and 
Papists were admitted to the British Parliament. The memoir, 
however, clearly shows that Sir Robert Peel and the Duke passed 
this Act, not because they believed it was right, but because they 
considered it a political necessity. Alas! for political expediency. 
It may seem hard to those who do not understand, to accuse these 
Romish bishops of wilful and deliberate perjury ; but, then, did not 
the Council of Constance decree that no faith is to be kept with 
heretics ? Will it be believed that these very Bulls were in three 
years after published in Ireland as an eighth book of Dens’ Moral 
Theology; that the Infallibility of the Pope has been proclaimed, 
and made an article of faith; and that no jot is withdrawn of the 
claim to lord it over kings? Dr. Manning, on behalf of the Pope, 
says: ‘I acknowledge no civil power; Iam the subject of no 
prince ; and I claim more than this - I claim to be the supreme 
judge and director of the consciences of men—of the peasant that 
tills the fields, and of the prince that sits upon the throne; of the 
household that live in the shade of privacy, and the legislator that 
makes laws for kingdoms. I am the sole last supreme judge of what 
is right and wrong.”’* 

Note, however, further, that by the Act of 1829 Papists were 
admitted to Parliament on certain conditions, and swearing a cer- 
tain oath, which was all too insufficient to bind them. But, in 
1868, the Oaths Bill was passed, altering that oath very materially, 
and making it still easier for the Papist M.P. to be like Lord Den- 
bigh, ‘‘ An Englishman if you like, but a Catholic first.” 

Moreover, that Act of 1829 expels the Jesuits, and makes 
monasteries illegal. No Jesuit is allowed to visit the country, 
except to visit his friends, then only for three months at a time, and 
to report himself to the Home Secretary, This has, however, all 
been a dead letter. Jesuits, open and disguised, are not scarce in 

* “Tablet,” 9th October, 1864, 
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the country, and monks and monasteries are abundant. At this 
time there are in England 118 religious houses of men, and 297 
religious houses of women. In Scotland there are 11 of the former, 
and 21 of the latter, the immense proportion of these having been 
set up since the Papal aggression of 1850. Fort-Augustus, in the 
Highlands, has just been handed over to the Benedictines for a 
monastery, where, the other day, the people met to adore a bit of the 
Cross of St. Andrew. (Sic.) 

How far are we to go? Not much more than fifty years ago, 
scarce any Protestant in the land would have admitted the possi- 
bility of Papists being in the British Parliament; but they are 
there, and were last year able to obstruct its progress, so that 
on one occasion the House sat for twenty-six hours to get the 
better of them. But when they were admitted people said, ‘‘ It 
is only a measare of justice, and it can do no harm; they will 
be content now.’ Will they? ‘ Well, the Pope, at all events, 
cannot get his hand in,” they would say; “ there is no Canon 
law, he will never dare to appoint bishops in England.” But 
this is just what he has done, and we have submitted. Again, 
‘though England has a Popish Hierarchy, such a thing will 
never be attempted in Scotland—in the land of Knox—with its 
bibles, and its Sabbaths, and its well-instructed people ; and, if 
it is, the country will be in such a flamo that it will be found 
impossible.” $0, many people would have said long ago; but 
what do we see? A Popish Hierarchy for Scotland is now 
threatened, and the people are giving no heed to the matter. 
Some of our newspapers have written as if it were a desirable 
thing, and those who ought to have known better’ have said, 
“Well, what matters it? let them have a Hierarchy if they 
will.” Alas! alas! for their ignorance and their unpatriotic 
carelessness. 

Where is it to stop? They allow the Hierarchy ; will they allow 
religious processions in the streets ? And if it is demanded that all 
men should uncover when the Host passes, will they agree to that 
too? If we are to give up one thing after another in this way, 
where are we to stop, and what is to be the end ofit? Any one 
may see, that if we allow all that Rome asks, we shall have her for 
our mistress before long, and not the most radical Protestant has 
any intention of this. Well, let us ask again: How far are we to 
go with these concessions, and where are we to stop? Religious 
equality—a thing absurd in itself—Rome does not want, except as 
a stepping-stone to what she has steadily in view all the time—viz., 
supremacy. Who is so foolish as to believe that Rome will be con- 
tent with anything short of supremacy? Is not she the only true 
Church, out of which there is no salvation? Does she not 
hold that her Pope is the vicar of Christ, and Infallible ; that at the 
Reformation she was unjustly deprived of her power, and that she is 
determined again “to subjugate and subdue this imperial race, "’ 
God alone can say whether she will be able to carry out her dread- 
ful threat; but if we are not to be destroyed, we must work and 
pray ; we must not be afraid to play the man for our people and for 
the cities of our God. 
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